—— —Ig* 


„ 
* 


3 


CONSIDERATION 


2 » * 1 "Ms 7 p 


ers Diſcourſe 7 


IJ 


SE RM. XV. | 5 2 I 


By MOSES LOV MIN 


4 5 


: = i . 
. | . 4 * 9 F 
1 k . , 


% 8 4 
1 | | 
54 


'4 4 & * 4 . 
1 Ll 
fe 

7 ; wy f 5 

, * 

. 

** 5 : a — | 

4 | 

— — — 


r f ‚ F 2. 
Printed for Saas Noon, at the Whits Hart, near : 9 
ee, 2 in G 2 3 323 


— — a 
3 


tre —— 


we — . 


— a 


. m——— 


CONSIDERATIONS 
ie Pers r D ISCOURSE 


- WISH THEO C RA or 


ANTE R. 8 le. in bs the 


— 


FT 


2 1 Law of the Decalogue, | lam Exod. **. 


N 


50 the Lord thy God, who have 
nf) DW brought thee out of the Land of 
Egypt, out of the Houſe * 
: Ares Thou ſhalt have no other Gods © 

before Me.) has taken an Occaſion to obſerve, . -Vou In. 

that ſome carry their Notion of the Mo- p. 307. | 
e Oeconomy, as a political Scheme, 
much too far, imagining this Law to be 
« here inſerted for Reaſons derived from 
A 2 | * the 
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** the particular Conſtitution of Government 
e among the Fews, and therefore PET to 
CV 
Concerning the 55 of the 8 5 
Mr. Foſter himſelf obſerves, © They were 
immediately and directly given, on to the 
Iſraelitiſb or Hebrew Nation. From 
© whence it unavoidably follows, (he infers) 
e that the Precepts therein-contained, oblige 
all Mankind no further than as they be- 
< long to the primitive, univerſal Religion, 
„ „and Duty of Men.” He yet obſerves, My 
% own Judgment is, that theſe prefatory 
Words were only intended as Motives of 
Obedience to the firſt Commandment i im- 
mediately ſubjoined,” 
From theſe Obſervations of Mr. B fer * 
it ſhould ſeem, the Laws of the Decalogue 
are of different Conſideration, as they were 
given to the Hebrew Nation by a particular 
Promulgation to them, and as the Obligation 
of the ſame Laws, for other Reaſons, eſpe- 
cially ſuch as are moral and univerſal, reach 
all Men, and equally oblige all Mankind. | 
: Now the Notion of the Hebrew Theocracy | 
ſeems to me, only to make this Diſtinction 
more clear and evident. It was not, as Iap- 
prehend, deſigned. to aſſert, nor can it, by 
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15 any 
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any proper Inference from it, be ſaid to ) af- 


ſert, that God was not the God of the He- 
| brews, as well as their King ; or that he was 
not God over all, and ſupreme Lord of all 
| the nations of the Earth, as well as the ſu- 
preme civil Magiſtrate of the Hebrew Na- 


tion. 


Indeed the Throne 7 the Kingdom of Febo- 


vab over Iſrael, was different, in many things, 
from his Dominion over the whole World, as 


ſupreme Governor of all the Nations of the 


Earth; but it was by no means a Conſe- 
quence of that Difference, that becauſe God 


was in a peculiar Manner the King of 1{-ael, 


this excluded any other Character of Fehovah, 
as the true God, or any Rights and Autho- 
rity veſted in him as the true God, or any 
Reaſons or Obligations of Obedience to him, 


whether from the Hebrew Nation, or from 


any other People, as all were equally ſubject 
to the Dominion of the ſovereign Lord of the 
whole World. /- 


I think then, the Notion of the 8 : 
will be greatly miſtaken, when it ſhall be 


ſuppoſed to ſet aſide any good Reaſons: or 
| Motwes to Obedience, or to any Act of true 
Religion or Morality: For though it conſiders 
E as chief Magiſtrate of the Hebrew Naz 


tion, 


[6] 


tion, and gives therefore his civil and political 

Authority as one Reaſon for Obedience ; yet 
it alſo receives and allows all other good Rea- 
| ſons whatſoever, and therefore allows that 


the ſame Act may be an Act of Irreligion and 


Immorality, as well as a civil Crime againſt | 


the Authority of the civil Magiſtrate. 


370. 


There can be then no Reaſon from the 


Notion of the Theocracy, rightly underſtood, 
to give this as the full Meaning of the Law 
of the Decalogue, Thou ſhalt have no other 
Gods before Me ; * Becauſe I am thy civil 
Governor, 541 it would therefore be Trea- 
<« ſon againſt my Perſon, and Rights of my 
e political Dominion.” For this, though - 

one Reaſon, a good and a true Reaſon, yet 
ia not the only Reaſon; His independent 
371. « Exiſtence and immutable Dominion over 
« all Mankind, and the whole rational Crea- 


55 


e tion,” is another. And ſo it may well be, 


any thing i in the Notion of a J beocracy to the 


_ contrary notwithſtanding. © 
So that let the Reaſons for this 1 be | 
© what they will, ſo as to make it a Law of 


Religion, and of univerſal Obligation to the 


whole World, they will be no ways incon-⸗ 
ſiſtent with the Doctrine of a Theocracy, 


when itſelf is no ways inconſiſtent with God's 


original | 


—— 
— 


original PORE Tory Exiſtence, and immu- 
table Dominion over all Mankind, and the 


whole rational Creation. 


The Argument from a 7. heocracy. ſhould 


then be conſidered, as I think, accumulative 
only, as taking nothing away from any Cha- 
: racter of God, as the true God, and Object 

of religious Worſhip, or as the ſupreme Lord 
and Governor of the World; but God, for 


wiſe Ends, and worthy 1 Goodneſs, was 


| pleaſed. to condeſcend to take upon himſelf a 


more immediate Adminiſtration of the civil 


Government of the Hebrew Nation. It 
matters very little how this ſhall be repreſent- | 
ed: If ſome are better, pleaſed with repreſent= 
ing it t thus, That God, as the univerſal Go. 


« vernor of Mankind, exerciſed a particular 


1 Providence over this ſelected and highly fa- 
e voured N ation. Be it ſo; provided this 
particular Providence be underſtood to mean 

what it really was in Fact, an Adminiſtra- 
tion of the civil Government of the Hebrew 
Nation, in ſuch manner, that it may be 


truly ſaid of it, with the FEſalmiſt, He hath . 
| aa dealt fo with any other Nation. 


Moreover, this Notion of the J. has 


no way derogates from any Perfection of 
God's univerſal Providence, or any Exerciſe 


of 


Pf. ex 
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of his Authority as univerſal Gerstner of 
Mankind; on the contrary, this particular 
5 Providence to the Hebrew Nation ſhew'd a 

very merciful and wiſe Diſpenſation of gene- 
ral Providence, to preſerve the Knowledge 


and Worſhip of the true God in the World, 


and prevent it from being utterly loſt from 
the Face of the whole Earth: So that the 


very Notion of the Theocracy, ſhews an ulti- 


mate Deſign to promote, not an abſtracted, 

5 but a general Good, (not any private Good, 
in Oppoſition to a general Good, or even 
without a Deſign and Fitneſs to promote it.) 


Such a Suppoſition, being ſolely founded on 


| Miſtake of the true Notion of a Tbeocracy, 5 
can neither obſcure it, or invalidate it, Ky 


: Mr, Fo/ter thinks it does. 


| 372. 


t Relation, and Bond of Union, as is here 


„ ſuppoſed ; * or which is the true Meaning 


of i, whether Jehovah was properly the 
King of Iſrael, or ſupreme, civil Magiftrate 
of the Hebrew Nation 
8610 Hiſtory given of the Hebrew Peo- 


2 * ple, i is ks ſhews that God had 
Ros 0g 1 taken 
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Mr. Fyſter makes it a Queſtiss, de Whc⸗ . 
ther the Hiſtory given of the Hebrew 

People, their Conſtitution and Laws. 
> ee conſtitutes any ſuch particular 
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t taken upon him the exprefs Character, 
and diſcharged all the Functions of their 
* ſupreme, civil Ruler. This appears from 


e being the Founder of their Polity, and 


te the Compiler of their Laws. He reſid- 
ed among them with viſible Marks of 


ad 


* 


of royal Majeſty; he fought their Battles, 
ſubdued their Enemies ; in all Matters of 
Doubt, where inferior Councils were per- 
plexed, might be appealed to for Advice, 
and when ſubordinate Courts, or Judges 
of Equity, were embarraſs d in their Re- 
ſolutions, for a final Deciſion of Contro- 
verſies; he puniſhed national Corruption, 
and Degeneracy, and rewarded national 


cc 


* 


or 


c 


_— 


e Virtue, and Obedience, the one with 


« temporal Diſgrace and Calamity, and 


** the other with Proſperity, and Ho- 


& nour ; ſo that they had no other Head of 


© their political State, to whom they were 
© obliged abſolutely to ſubmit, and from 
dg Shoe there was no Appeal,” 


Thus Mr. Fefter repreſents the Evidence 


| the Hebrew Hiſtory gives to the Theocracy, 
or that Fehovah was properly the King of 
Iſrael. Mr. Foſter does not deny or queſtion 
the Truth of theſe Facts, to which man 
Mmare- might be added, in particular, that 


" N - v s 1 
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* 
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the Laws of that nation, ſettled by Jehovah, 


were unalterable, nor was there any Power 


| lodged any where in the Hebrew State to re- 


peal an old Law, or to make a new one; 


and that Jebovab exerciſed the Right of no- 
minating and removing their Magiſtrates, 
and for a long Series of Time adminiſtred | 
theſe principal Parts of Government: So 
that a Theocracy, or that God acted as King of 
Iſrael, is repreſented as interwoven into the 
__ Hebrew Conſtitution, and effential to it. 
Now ſuppoſing theſe hiſtorical Facts to be 
trae, they neceſſarily conſtitute ſuch a par- 
ticular Relation and Bond of Union, as is 
; ſappoſed i in the Theocracy. For theſe Acts 
of civil Authority, are all the Acts of the 
legiſlative or executive civil Powers, which 
in any State conſtitute the ſupreme, civil 
Authority, and is the true Meaning of the 
Majeſtas Imperii. Theſe all were placed by 
the Hebrew Conſtitution in Fehovah, were all 
uſed and exerciſed by him. Theſe Eats 
ſhew evidently that Jebovab was ſo the 
King of Iſrael, and in ſuch a particular Re- 
lation to that Nation, as he was not to any 
other People or Nation of the Earth. 
It may, however, be till uſefully Ger | 
ed, as the Defenders of the 7 Peocracy have 


L Ss themſelves 


Po, 
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[ 21 ] 
themſelves pointed it out to Obſervation, 
that this particular Providence to the He- 


brews, is no ways contrary to any general 
good Deſign to the whole World, but mani- 


feſtly in Aid of one good Deſign, to pre- 


vent the univerſal Corruption of the World, 
by the Prevalency of Idolatry. This par- 
ticular Blefling to the Hebrews, was alſo a 
a general Bleſſing to the Heathen Nations, 
Ale neceſſarily conſtituted a particular Rela- 
tion between Febovab and the Hebrew Na- 
tion as their King, and as ſuch became the 
the Means of a general Bleſſing to the World in 
general. Mr. Foſter is pleas d further to ob- 
ſerve on the Notion of the Hebrew Theocracy, 


© That ſuppoſing the theocratical Form of 


* 


* 


« Law, for devoting Idolaters to Death.” 


ſtrances of the Prophet Samuel to the con- 


< trary, to have a viſible and mortal King, 
8 B 2 — "oh God 


273. 


Government among the Fews, to be a Point 
inconteſtable, it ſeems, ſcarce capable of 
* affording a full and ſatisfactory Anſwer 
to the Objection raiſed againſt the Hebrew 


Mr. Fo ofter's Reaſon is this, When the | 
People of Iſrael, fond of Novelty, and 
« of imitating the Cuſtoms of other Na- 
« tions, were ſtubbornly, and inflexibly re- 
ce ſolved, notwithſtanding all the Remon- 


8 
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. „ God upon tl ais Occaſion declared: T hat 
they bad rejected him, that he ſhould not 


te reign over them. And as his former poli- 


« tical Reign is founded on a ſuppoſed Con- 
1 tract between the Almighty Sovereign 
and his People, that original Contract be- 


e ing now ſolemnly renounced on the Part 


* of the People, there muſt of courſe be a 

* Diffolution or End of the Theocracy. And 

t yet Idolatry was {till deemed a capital Of- 

* fence, and puniſhed as fuch; and the 
© Puniſhment itſelf was without Doubt, 

« defigned to be continued, as long as the 


Moſaic Conſtitution and Body of Laws 


© continued Authoritative, and in Farce.” 


This Inference of Mr. Foſter's is attended _ 
with two conſiderable Difficulties : Firſt, 
That it is contrary to Fact, for the Theocracy 
was not diſſolved, and did not come to an 
End by obtaining a King inſtead of a Judge, - 
according to the original Conſtitution. And, 
Secondly, That the Reaſon aſſigned for the 
Diſſolution of the J beocracy does not in- 
> fer „„ 
As to the Cale | in Fact, the Change of the 
Magiſtracy of Judges into the Magiſtracy of 
Kings, was an Alteration in the Government, 


and ſome Kind of Breach of the Canſtitu- 
tion, 


— — — — — 
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tion, but not a Diſſolution of it. The o- 


ther Parts of the Conſtitution remained as 


they were; their Laws received no Altera- 

tion, but ſtood ſtill on the ſame Authority 
of Jehovab's legiſlative Power. IIis Autho- 
rity, as ſupreme Magiſtrate, appeared ſill, 


in nominating, and even removing their 


Kings, and in giving them Directions by the 
Oracle, and often puniſhing them for their 
MfLꝛſcarriages. Many Inſtances in the Hebrew 
Hiſtory, after this Change in the lower 


Part of the Government, evidently ſhew 


that the ſupreme Powers and Authority were . 
ſtill reſerved in the Hands of Fehovab. 1 

In what lower Senſe ſoever, this raſh Des: 

ſire of the People, to have Kings inſtead of 


Judges, may be ſaid, 20 reject God that be 


| ſhould not reign over them, it muſt only mean 
ſome Breach of the Conſtitution, but not a 
D.iſſolution of it. They did not renounce 
--— all Allegiance to Fehovab, nor was Febovab | 
depoſed from his ſupreme Authority, nor 
: did he himſelf abdicate it. 
Conſider the whole Tranſaction itſelf, ad _- 1 
. there will appear a great Regard to the Con- 
1 ſtitution, even when the Ißraelites deſired this 
Alteration: The Elders of the People moved 
it bed Petition to the Judge ; 3 the J udge lays 


" the 


[14] 


the Petition before Fehovah ; Fehovah an- 


| ſwers the Judge, and conſents to it: And 
the Lord cid unto Samuel, hearken unto the 
ts Pol. in all they ſay unto thee, 


It was a raſh and infolent Demand of the ” 


15 People, and juſtly blamed as diſhonourable 


to the Wiſdom and Authority of the Con- 


ſtitution, as well as dangerous to their own. 


| Liberties and Happineſs, yet the Goodnels 
of God faw fit to grant the Petition. It 

was wiſe to prevent many more, and greater 

Evils by this Condeſcention. If the Petition 


for a King had been rejected, the People 
might in their Raſhneſs have thrown off the 


Law itſelf, and conformed to all the idola- 
trous Cuſtoms of their Neighbours, as well 
as to this Cuſtom of the Nations, of having 
a King: So that in this Grant of the Peoples 


Petition, in Part they are puniſhed, by per- 


= Sam. 


mitting an Alteration to their own Hurt, as is 
afterwards proved in Experience, and which 
was foretold to them, when Samuel ſhewed 


them the Manner of the King that ſhould reign 


viii. 10. over them; and in part they were prevented 
from a total Apoſtacy, and the Conſtitution | 


was preſerved from a Diſſolution. - It is ma- 3 5 
nifeſt then the Theocracy remaining in Fact, 


= the Laws againſt ny actually ſtood upon 


the 


tr} 


the ſame Foot after this Alteration i in the 
Hebrew Government as it did before. For 


indeed the Majgſtas Imperii was never placed 


in the Kings, but ever reſided in the Hands 


of Jehovab, as well after that Alteration as 
before. But ſuppoſing the original Com- 


pact to have been folemnly renounced, and 
therewith all Allegiance to Jehovah as King, - 
which in Fact it was not, how does it ap- 
pear, © That the original Compact being 


2M © ſolemnly renounced on the Part of the 


People, there muſt of courſe be a Diſſo- 

4 lution, or End of the 7 . as Mr. ; 
. 8 nde that where le 885 
5 Party to a Covenant refuſes to perform what 

18 agreed on his Part, he forfeits for him- 
ſelf the Right of demanding the Perform- 


Foſter reaſons? 


ance of what was agreed by the other Par- 


ty, and promiſed to him by the Compact. 5 


But there can be no good Reaſon, why one Hh 


” Party forfeiting his own Rights, ſhould there- 


by extinguiſh the Rights of the other Party. 


Was it ever a Maxim of Law or Equity, 


that the unlawful Rebellion of a People, 
could extinguiſh the lawful Powers or Au- ; 


thority of their Prince? or that when a Com 


15 pact between two Parties, was agreed dM 


and 


[16] 


and perfected, it remained Rill in the Will 


of either Party ſingly, to annul it, without 
the Conſent of the other. The Mraelites in 
renouncing Fehovah as their King, could 


not annul his Authority, or his Right by 


the original Compact; however they might 
_ forfeit their own Rights by their own Mifſ- 
demeanours, they are no good Reaſon ſure = 
to extinguiſh the Right of their King. It is 
then very far from a good Reaſon, That 


the original Compact being now ſolemnly 


<< renounced on the Part of the People, 
there muſt of courſe be a Diſſolution, or 
Dt End of the Theocracy,” becauſe it was 
not in the Power of the People, by any 
Act of theirs, as a ſingle Party to the Com- 
pact, to put an End to it; for it would have 
really been no Compact at all, if either Par- 
ty might have put an End to it, whenever 
they pleaſed, through Raſhneſs, Humour, 
or any other Motive, Compacts can be diſ- 
| ſolved only by mutual Conſent of both, 
or, which amounts to mutual Conſent, when 7 
one Party diſcharges the Obligation of the 
other Party, by refuſing to perform his Part 
of the Compact, and the other Party accepts 
the Diſcharge, and declares himſelf free from 


all N by it. 


- However, x 


However, Mr F Pifer ſetting aſide this 
Notion of a Theocracy, propoſes another in 
the Room of it. We muſt therefore, I 
„think, ſeek for ſome other Principle (he 

e fays) by the Help of which to explain, 

© and reſolve this Difficulty. A political 
Principle (he allows) it muſt be, ſince 
mere Conſcience and religious Error are 

e not the proper Subjects of religious Laws, 

and I know of no other that can be 15. | 
* ſtituted in the Room of that which I 1 
ce have now rejected, as too uncertain and 

«weakly ſupported, but this, that Idolatry 374. 

was puniſhed as High Treaſon againſt the 375. 

i State, and not againſt the Perſon and Ma- 7 5 
8 jeſty of the King of the Fews oF 
It is not eaſy to conceive hk robe iD Dif- 
1 ferencs there is, in our preſent Queſtion, at 
leaſt, between High Treaſon againſt the He- 
breꝛo State, and againſt the Perſon and Ma- 
jeſty of the King of the Jews, For what 
Mr. Fhſter calls che Majeſty of the King of 
the Fews, was indeed no other than the ſu- 
preme Authority of Government in the He- 
Brew Nation, which with political Writers 
is much the fime Thing as the State, High 
Faun * one is really High Treaſon | 
nA. „) oO againſt. 


375. 


8) 


againſt both. For any Attem pt againſt the 
ſupreme Authority of any Nation, is an At- 
' tempt againſt the State, and muſt tend to 
deprive the Nation of all the Bleſſings that 
Government procured for them, and be- 
ſtowed upon them. High Treaſon is pro- 
perly the ſame Crime in all Governments ; 
however, Mr. Foſter may ſuppoſe, ©* That 
© what is High Treaſon in a kingly Go- 
e vernment, is not ſo in a Common-wealth,” 
Treaſon is properly defined Crimen leſe Ma- 
jeſtatis, a Crime againſt the Authority and 
Majeſty of the Government, or ſupreme 


- 1 Magiſtracy; ; or the Perſons in whoſe Hands 


the ſupreme Adminiſtration of the Govern= » | 

ment is lodged, ſubject to no Superiour. | 

This Majeſty of Empire is the ſame, is veſt- 
ed with the fame Authority and Powers, 


whether placed in one Hand, or in a few 


Hands, or in the Hands of a whole e 
munity, whatever tends directly to ſubvert 
the fundamental Conſtitution of any Form 


e Government, be it Kingdom or Com- 


monwiealth, is an Attempt againſt the Ma- 


jeſty of the Government, or Crimen læſce 


 Mojeſtatis, and as ſuch, High Treaſon, Mr. 
F ofer very juſtly obſerves, © Whatever De- 


„ , * feats, 5 


„ 
feats, ſo far as it prevails, the ultimate 
« End, and directly ſubverts the fundamen- 


« tal Principles of any particular Form of 


Government, muſt be, in the Nature of 0 


5M 


A 


Things, (if the End be good, and the 
© Government rightly conſtituted) a capital 
Offence.“ In this View it appears to me, 

that Treaſon againſt the State, and againſt | 
the Perſon and Majeſty of the King of the 


Fews, is ſo very nearly one and the ſame 


br Crime, that there is ſcarce any perceivable 


Difference between them. It will appear 


that Idolatry! is Treaſon againſt the State of 
Ifrael, becauſe it is Treaſon againſt the King 
of Iſrael, all the Ends of the Hebrew Go- 
vernment depending upon the Support of _ 
the chief Authority of the King of ljrael, 


foraſmuch as to deſtroy that Authority, was 


the ſame Thing as to deſtroy that Govern- 
ment itſelf. at : 
Il could have wiſh'd Mr. Fg er had left 
the Hebrew Theocracy to have ſhifted for 


itſelf, on another Account. It might have 


given ſome Aſſiſtance to his own . : 
and without ſome Aſſiſtance from the Tie. 
 ocracy, his own Reaſon, which he puts in 
the Room of it, will, I fear, be found, on 


c 2 cCũloſer 
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cloſer Examination, to be no Reaſon at all. 


Mr. Foſter ſuppoſes the true Reaſon why 


Idolatry was puniſhed, * Was as High Trea- 
ſon againſt the State, and not againſt the 
Perſon and Majeſty of the King of the Tes.“ 


But how is Idolatry High Treaſon againſt 
the State? It is not ſo, Mr Fyſter allows, as 
_ a ſpeculative Doctrine, not as a general Law 

of Religion to all Mankind ; for thus he 


obſerves, the c Offender renders himſelf 


g accountable to God alone ;” and if the 
Prohibition of Idolatry had been thus as an 
univerſal Law of Religion, High Treaſon 
againſt the Hebrew State, it would have 
been, for the ſame Reaſon, High Treaſon _ 


oy againſt every State. Mr. Foſter is very ſen- 


ſible, to conſtitute High Treaſon, it muſt be 


cConſidered as a political Principle, ſince, as 


374. 


. 
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he obſerves, ©** Mere conſcience and religious 


Error are not the proper Subjects of re- 


475 ligious Laws.“ What then is this political : 
Principle with Mr F her? © It is the End 


1 


for which the Conſtitution of the eus 
was formed, viz. to prevent their being 
over-run "wth Idolatry : And as the 


the judicial Laws in that scheme of 
Government were admirably adapted, to 


ſubſerve | 


C : 


L 21 5 
© ſabſerve and advance this wiſe and gracious" 
End, it neceffarily follows, that Idolatry, 


0 


8 


{ 


N ſerved capital Puniſhment. 
This is the very Argument from hs Ne- 


cocracy, or a Conſideration of the Hebrew 
Seite an the Kingdom of God. This State 
of the Hebrew Government is as fully 1 
ſerted, and I think more clearly, when God 
zs conſidered the ſupreme civil Magiſtrate, 
and Founder of their Conſtitution and State. 
Seſt aſide this Foundation of the Hebrew 
State, and it will be difficult to find any 


15 © to be juſt in all other Policy, have de- 


which would have fruſtrated the whole 
Deſign of the Conſtitution, and have 
entirely diſſolved and deſtroyed it, muſt, 
yy upon the ſame Reaſons that are allowed 


376. 


Foundation for it at all. In Fact, the Hebrew 
State was formed, and the judicial Laws in 


that Government were given by Febovab, 3 
EKing of Tjrael, in virtue of his ſupreme 


Authority, as chief Magiſtrate; they were 
not ſettled and enacted by the Authority of 


A Moſes, or the Sanbedrim, or the Congregation, 


either ſeparately, or jointly. This ſeems, 


in Fact, the evident Foundation of the 
Hebrew State; ; and therefore the Hebrew 


State 


ay 


„ State itſelf appears a Creature of this Theo- 
cCracy, and High Treaſon againſt the State will 
; be found finally to recur into High Treaſon 
againſt the Majeſty of the King of Iſrael, 
the Founder and chief n of their 


State. 


whole Hiſtory of the Adminiſtration of the 


Hebrew Government; many more Facts than 


could have deen expected to prove a Point of 
Hiſtory of fo remote Antiquity, and where 
the hiſtorical Records are fo few. If the 

Hebrew Government was a Theocracy (as I 


can yet ſee no Reaſon to queſtion it) the Ar- 


gument to prove Idolatry a capital Crime, as 
high Treaſon againſt the ſupreme civil Magi- 


5 ſtracy, is plain, eaſy, and concluſive: But 


ſet the Theecracy aſide, and it will be doubt- 

ful how the Prevention of Idolatry came to 1 

be the End of the Hebrew Government, ei- N 1 

ther in Reaſon, Authority, or Fact. It may | 
-.- he prudent then to preſerve the Argument Þ 

from the Hebrew T. Beocraq, leſt we ſhould _ = 


loſe „ | 


| heartily with, for the Credit of Revela- 
5 gon, there may always be a ready Anſwer to 
all Objections againſt the Hebrew Laws, I 
think the Theocracy is evident in fact, in a 
long Series of Facts interwoven into the 


= 23 wa ME 
; loſe the Argument from the — State 

3 together with it, and ſo be left at laſt with= ©, 
out any good Reaſon at all, whereby to an- 
; ſwer this common Objection againſt the 
| Hebrew Laws and Conſtitution; a Conſe- 
i quence which every true Friend of Reve- 
; _ lation would be * * to . * 
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